REMARKS 

Claims 1 to 5 are being cancelled. 

New claims 6 to 9 are being submitted for examination. 

This Office action is in response to Applicants' remarks received December 18,2006. 
Claims 1-5 are pending and currently under examination. 

Applicants 1 arguments have been fully considered and are deemed to be persuasive to 
overcome some of the rejections previously applied. Rejections and/or objections not 
reiterated from previous Office actions are hereby withdrawn. 

The Art Unit location of your application in the USPTO has changed. To aid in 
correlating any papers for this application, all further correspondence regarding this 
application should be directed to Art Unit 1656. 

Priority: The priority date is October 15,2003. 

Applicants respectfully request that all benefits associated with their priority filing on 
October 15, 2003 in Poland be granted. 

The Office Action refers to Objections and Rejections 

The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: on page 1, the 
priority data needs to be updated with a cross-reference paragraph to related 
applications. Appropriate correction is required. 
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The present amendment adds to the instant specification a paragraph 
with a cross-reference to the Polish priority application. 

In their remarks received December 18,2006, Applicants requested clarification 
regarding the issue of updating the priority data. The priority data needs to be updated such 
that there is a cross-reference paragraph disclosing related applications. 

Applicants add now the desired paragraph relating to cross-references to the 
specification. 

Claim 3 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the 
relevant art that the inventors), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the 
claimed invention. 

Applicants are canceling claim 3 in the present amendment. 

Claim 3 has currently been amended to recite more than 0.1% concentration. While 
the concentration range of 0.1 to 1.5% concentration is supported in the specification (Spec, 
p. 5), the instant claim can encompass any concentration above 0.1%, including 2%, 4%, 
10%, etc. At most, the specification only contains support for the upper limit of 1.5%. 
Therefore, the introduction of the limitation of "more than" 0.1% concentration constitutes 
as a new matter rejection. 
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Applicants are canceling the alleged new matter in the present 
amendment. 

Claims 1-5 remain rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

The instant claims are generally narrative and indefinite, failing to conform with 
current U.S. practice. They appear to be a literal translation into English from a foreign 
document and are replete with grammatical and idiomatic errors. 

Applicants are canceling claims 1 to 5 in the present amendment. 
A proposed amendment to the claims appears below: 

1. A method of extracting biologically active collagen from the skins of the 
salmonidae fish 
family comprising: 

(a) removing the scales, gills, and meat tissue from the fish skin by utilizing 
wooden and glass tools in order to obtain a clean skin material; 

(b) hydrating the skin material in a glass container containing 0.1 to 
1.5% lactic acid solution (w/w) at 15° to 20°C for 24 to 48 hours; and 

(c) repeatedly filtering the hydrated skin solution with natural silk filters 
that have a similar structure to the biologically active collagen, such that the cell 
elements, pigments, and remains of the acid solution are removed, and undamaged 
biologically active collagen is obtained. 
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2. The method of claim 1, wherein step (c) is repeated 15 to 20 times in order to 
remove the characteristic fish skin smell without damaging the biological 
activity of said collagen. 

3. The method of claim 1, wherein the silk filters used in step (c) are of increasing 
density. 

4. The method of claim 3, wherein step (c) repeated 15 to 20 times in order to 
remove the characteristic fish skin smell without damaging the biologically 
activity of said collagen. 

5. (redundant) 

Applicants thank the Examiner for kindly making a proposal with 
claims having acceptable claim language. The newly proposed claims 1 
to are essentially submitted as claims 6 to 9 newly in the present 
application. 

Applicants have currently amended claims 1-5 in order to address the 35 
U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, indefiniteness issues raised in the previous Office 
actions. However, Applicants* amendments are not deemed to be sufficient to 
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overcome the 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph issues. Therefore, a proposed 
amendment to the instant claims is outlined above. 

Applicants are now adopting the claim language kindly proposed by 
the Examiner. 

Reconsideration of all outstanding rejections is respectfully 
requested. 

Entry of the present response is respectfully requested. All claims as 
submitted are deemed to be in form for allowance and an early notice of 
allowance is earnestly solicited. 

Respectfully submitted, 
Jozef Edward Przybylski et al. 

fading 

Horst M. Kasper, their attorney 
13 Forest Drive, Warren, N.J. 07059 
Tel.: (908)526-1717; Reg. No. 28559 
Attorney's Docket No.: PRO202 

/rep/am/sn- 
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